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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 17, 
line 4, "scale 29" should be "scale 28"; and on page 19, line 4, "HMI 28" should be "HMI 

29". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. Independent claim 1 (and claims 2-6 and 8 
which depend therefrom) as amended on 4/1 1/06 requires " a sensor for detecting the 
amount of material dispensed". However, the originally filed specification states only 
that the sensor detects the presence of material, not the amount (see specification 
page 13, lines 17-21, page 16, lines 23-25, page 19, lines 14-17, and page 22, lines 3- 
5). Furthermore, the originally filed claims do not recite the sensor at all. For these 
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reasons, the claim recitation directed to the sensor detecting the amount of material is 
considered new matter. Similarly, claim 7 as amended on 4/1 1/06 requires "utilizing a 
sensor to detect an amount of material directed", claim 9 (and claims 10-13 which 
depend therefrom) as amended on 4/1 1/06 requires "a sensor for detecting the amount 
of material discharged", and claim 15 added on 10/15/05 requires "a sensor for 
detecting the amount of material discharged". These recitations are also considered 
new matter for the reasons discussed supra. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gott in view of Grunert. 

Regarding claim 19, the Gott reference discloses a formulation dispenser (Fig. 2) 
comprising pressure responsive valve 6 (see col. 4, lines 16-27), controlled by a 
human/machine interface/computer (see col. 4, lines 28-34), but does not disclose that 
the pressure responsive valve opens rollingly. However, the Grunert reference 
discloses a pressure responsive valve that opens rollingly at flex region 39 (see Fig. 2), 
such design minimizing the noise of the valve as it is actuated (see Grunert col. 5, lines 
46-54). It would have been obvious to modify the Gott device to employ pressure 
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responsive valves that open rollingly in view of Grunert to minimize valve noise. 
Regarding claim 20, the Gott device further comprises actuator/pump 2 which exerts 
pressure on the material (see Gott col. 3, lines 23-30). 

Claims 14, 16, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gott in view of Grunert and Edwards. 

Regarding claims 14 and 16, the Gott reference discloses a formulation 
dispenser (Fig. 2) comprising a material container 3, a pressure responsive valve 6 (see 
col. 4, lines 16-27), a scale for detecting the amount of material discharged through the 
valve and communicating with a human/machine interface/computer (see col. 4, lines 
28-34), but does not disclose that the pressure responsive valve opens rollingly or that 
the human/machine interface further controls additional amounts of material dispensed 
through the valve. However, the Grunert reference discloses a pressure responsive 
valve that opens rollingly at flex region 39 (see Fig. 2), such design minimizing the noise 
of the valve as it is actuated (see Grunert col. 5, lines 46-54). It would have been 
obvious to modify the Gott device to employ pressure responsive valves that open 
rollingly in view of Grunert to minimize valve noise. Additionally, the Edwards reference 
teaches a similar dispenser wherein additional amounts material are dispensed through 
the valve after weighing if the amount of material is under-weight (see Edwards col. 20, 
lines 43-49) for more precise dispensing of the required amount of material. It would 
have been obvious to modify the Gott device such that the human/machine interface 
further controls additional amounts of material dispensed through the valve in view of 
Edwards for more precise dispensing of the required amount of material. Regarding 
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claim 18, the Gott device further comprises actuator/pump 2 which "pushes" the 
material (see Gott col. 3, lines 23-30). 

Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gott in 
view of Grunert and Edwards as applied to claim 14 above, and further in view of 
Rossetti. 

The Gott reference discloses a formulation dispenser as discussed supra, but 
does not disclose that the material container includes a material bag. However, the 
Rossetti reference discloses a similar dispenser wherein the material container includes 
material bag 8 to eliminated drying of adhered material on the container wall as the 
material is used (see Rossetti col. 1 , lines 59-67). It would have been obvious to 
employ a material bag with the material container of the modified Gott device in view of 
Rossetti to eliminate drying of adhered material on the container wall as the material is 
used. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter T. deVore whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4884. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Justine Yu can be reached on (571) 272-4835. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 





